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Interview Summary 
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TICE ET AL. 



Examiner 



Art Unit 
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1633 



All participants (applicant, applicant's representative, PTO personnel): 



(1) lleana Popa . 



(3) Robert Schwartzman . 



(2) Joseph Woitach . 



(A) Robert Hoemann; Amy Atzel . 



Date of Interview: 25 April 2007 , 

Type: a)D Telephonic b)Q Video Conference 

c)[El Personal [copy given to: !)□ applicant 2)^ applicant's representative] 

Exhibit shown or demonstration conducted: d)E3 Yes e)Q No. 

If Yes, brief description: data showing that insect toxicity does not correlagte with activity as a gene switch; data 
showing the importance ofcarbonyl group for activity. . 

Claim(s) discussed: all rejected claims . 

Identification of prior art discussed: Dhadialla et ai (Annu Rev Entomol. 1998. 43: 545-569) and Michelotti et al. (U.S. 
Patent No. 5.304.572) . 

Agreement with respect to the claims f)D was reached. g)D was not reached, h)^ N/A. 



Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an agreement was 
reached, or any other comments: Applicant provided evidence that one of skill in the art would not have been 
motivated and would not have been exptected to have a motivation of success by using the combined teachings of 
the prior art cited by the Examiner. Since the provided evidence was found presuasive. Applicant was informed that 
the claimed invention will be reconsidered upon the filing of an RCE . 

(A fuller description, if necessary, and a copy of the amendments which the examiner agreed would render the claims 
allowable, if available, must be attached. Also, where no copy of the amendments that would render the claims 
allowable is available, a summary thereof must be attached.) 

THE FORMAL WRITTEN REPLY TO THE LAST OFFICE ACTION MUST INCLUDE THE SUBSTANCE OF THE 
INTERVIEW. (See MPEP Section 713.04). If a reply to the last Office action has already been filed, APPLICANT IS 
GIVEN A NON-EXTENDABLE PERIOD OF THE LONGER OF ONE MONTH OR THIRTY DAYS FROM THIS 
INTERVIEW DATE, OR THE MAILING DATE OF THIS INTERVIEW SUMMARY FORM, WHICHEVER IS LATER, TO 
FILE A STATEMENT OF THE SUBSTANCE OF THE INTERVIEW. See Summary of Record of Interview 
requirements on reverse side or on attached sheet. 



Examiner Note: You must sign this form unless it is an 
Attachment to a signed Office action. 
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Summary of Record of Interview Requirements 
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Title 37 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) § 1133 Interviews 

Paragraph (b) rfatement ol the reasons presented at the interview as 

The Form provides for recordation of the following , information: 

- £SSEn Number (Series Code and Seria. Number) 

- Name of applicant 

- Name of examiner 

? y TeoVinSew (telephonic, video-conference^ « I"*™* pT0 nel , etc.) 
. An identification of the specific prior art discussed descriDUo n of the general nature of the agreement (may be by 

21 an identification of the claims discussed, 

Examiner to Check for Accuracy 
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